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Abstract. In this article we have made an attempt to use the different approaches to work carried out in the field
of critical language study that are most relevant to this thesis will be outlined. The terms’discourse'and
howitisusedbothwithin Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) and traditionally in wider linguistic disciplines will be
discussed. The critical discourse analysis has been used to study the mass media and how CDA has been used to
examine social change will beexamined.
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The term ‘discourse' has been much used within sociolinguistics and discourse analysis, not always
with a consistency of intended meaning across the different branches of the disciplines. Discourse,
according to Fairclough (1989) is language as a form of social practice and this is the general meaning of
the term that Fairclough uses throughout his work. This view of discourse implies that ‘language is part of
society and not somehow external to it...that language is a social process...and that language is a socially
conditioned process, conditioned that is by other non-linguistic parts of society'. Fairclough’s meaning of
“discourse’ implies then, that evidence of social trends, such as oppression of minority groups, prevalent in
language use is indicative of such oppression (or trends) being present within society.

The investigations have been completed in the framework of CDA and exist the main three
approaches:

Socio-historical discourse

Cognitive theory of the discourse analysis Ruth Wodak (Vienna
of Toin Van Dijk School of Discourse Analysis).

1). The discourse analysis by

Norman Fairclough (1989;

Tablel- the main schools of critical discourse analysis

1). The discourse analysis by Norman Faircloughis a direction based on the poststructuralism of
Michel Foucault and the social semiotics of the M. Halliday. The peculiarity of the approach lies in an in-
depth study of intertextuality and interdiscursivity, as well as in focusing on differences in the perception
of the same communicative event by different audiences. N. Fairclough and his followers usually refuse to
use cognitive methodology; language and semiosis are considered by them primarily as social, rather than
cognitive phenomena, and the main task of the study is the analysis of the social effects of a certain
discourse (the discourse of globalization etc.).
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2). The cognitive theory of the discourse of Toin van Dijk is oriented towards revealing, through
discourse analysis, those cognitive structures in the public consciousness that consolidate the
legitimization of social inequality, racial, ethnic and other prejudices and prejudices. According to the
theory, between discursive and social structures there are mediating cognitive formations (models and
schemes) that determine the creation and perception of texts. Models are based on the social
representations stored in memory (knowledge, attitudes, individual and collective ideologies) that
determine non-verbal actions of the group - for example, discriminatory practices. Cognitive analysis is
applicable both to everyday knowledge, which is transmitted through the media, everyday communication,
school, family, etc., and to the knowledge that is produced by different sciences.

Van Dijk (1990) has discussed, a cross disciplinary focus upon discourse studies has a tradition
dating back to the founding of sociolinguistics in the 1960s. Alongside this was an increased interest in
conversation analysis and politeness theory in the 1960s and 1970s .Similarly, a focus upon language in
use — pragmatics — as opposed to the study of language in its abstract form, also dates from this period. As
Van Dijkcomments, ‘somewhat hesitantly at first, linguistics and grammars dared to go beyond their self-
imposed barriers of the sentence to discover a rich field of discourse constraints on grammatical rules'.
Text, or discourse, was proposedas the “proper unit of grammatical analysis'. “Discourse Analysis™ could
therefore be described as a cross disciplinary tool designed to examine the social and interactional element
within texts at a level above the sentence. As Van Dijk (2001) points out, much of these
formalparadigms,suchasconversationalanalysis,were' asocial'or uncritical'.

3). The concept of R.Vodak and the Viennese group uses a number of ideas from the Frankfurt school,
especially the critical theory of Jirgen Habermas. The analysis of the discourse of anti-Semitism led R.
Vodak to developing an approach that is defined as a sociohistorical or discursive-historical method and is
aimed at identifying indirect negative judgments in judgments, identifying and identifying codes and
allusions that contribute to creating prejudiced opinions in discourse (Vodak 1997: 15) . This method
attempts to "systematically integrate all available background information in the analysis and
interpretation of all levels of written or verbal text." According to the theory of R. Vodak, language not
only reflects social processes and social interaction, but also constitutes them. Discourse is always
historical, that is, it is always synchronic and diachronically linked to communicative events occurring at
the present moment or occurring before. Focusing attention on the socio-historical context of discourse in
the process of explanation and interpretation is a feature that distinguishes this approach from discourse
analysis by T. van Dijk and brings it closer to the ideas of intertextuality in the discourse analysis of N.
Fairclough. However, R. Vodak to some extent shares the ideas of T. van Dijk, pointing to the lack of
prospects for critical discourse analysis, used in isolation from cognitive methodology.

The cross-disciplinary studies within pragmatics, sociolinguistics, conversational analysis and other
paradigms in discourse analysis were asocial in the sense that they were either not attempting to link the
texts being analysed with the social world which created them, or, in the case of sociolinguistics, “positing
a simple deterministic relation between texts and the social' (Wodak, 2001:3). The focus of the studies was
on  description of the language in use, whercas a  critical study  goes
beyonddescriptiontoassessthepowerrelationspresentinthetext, placeatextin its historical context, and
uncover how dominance structures are legitimated by ideologies of powerful groups (Wodak, 2001).

The first of the key findings is related to the analytical framework — that newspapers construct
positive or negative identity positions for the subjects of their editorials that are the direct result of the
political ideology held by the specific newspaper. In so doing, the newspapers are constructing identity
positions for themselves along party-political, rather than purely ideological, lines.

The second, related, key finding, is that the identity positions are constructed for politicians and
newspapers (and therefore the ideological stances of the newspapers) primarily through the use of
rhetorical questions, epistemic and deontic modal auxiliaries, choice of manifest intertextuality (direct
quotation) and categorical assertions.

The analysis of discourse has an outlet in hermeneutics and the pragmatics of communication, another
branch of this tradition leads to structural linguistics. In structuralism and post-structuralism, various
techniques for analyzing discourse are used. Proceeding from this point of view, political discourse (PD)
is viewed, on the one hand, as social action and interaction, in which people communicate in a real social
situation, on the other hand, as a certain construction of reality, as knowledge clothed in a peculiar form.
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This approach echoes the position of N.Fairclough, set forth in his study of discourses, traditional for the
mass media.

The analysis of Political Discourse, integrated into the study of ideology and involving the
consideration of the use of language as an instrument for exercising power and control, has access to such
areas as "language and thinking," "language and culture," and, more broadly, "language and society ."

In the media discourse, information is converted into meaning (the construction of knowledge), the
transfer of knowledge from one level (for example, institutional) to another (for example, everyday), the
fusion of information of various types (for example, political and entertainment, event and advertising) or
creating special knowledge, Which relates only to media reality. Let us note the relative nature of this kind
of knowledge: its "truth" or "significance" is determined by the linguo-social, sociocultural and - more
broadly - historical and civilizational contexts that are also necessary for describing the media discourse.
Indeed, there are different names for the media discourse: massmedial discourse [6, p. 38-47], the
discourse of the mass media [Kochkin, Sheigal, p.24], mass-information discourse [5, p.5-20]. These
definitions are often used as synonymous. The mass medial discourse is of an indirect nature, that is, there
is a distance between the addressee and the addressee - spatial and / or temporary "[2, p.14]. Today, the
activities of the media are considered not only as information, but also as cognitive-discursive; as a means
of explaining and popularizing, transmitting specially treated, prepared and presented information to a
special - a mass — addressee with the purpose of influencing it.

In modern Kazakhstan Media discourse, as well as in the last century, relative to all of its
manifestations the most in the following cognitive model is obvious - anthropocentrism of interpretation,
which in many respects ensure fast acceptance ,solutions, memories and reconstruction, evaluation. The
medial space of Kazakhstan in recent years, especially official media, demonstrates the obvious. This is
best described as the consequence of manipulating public opinion. I have analyzed editorial block of
articles of the magazine «Expert of Kazakhstan» (January 2016- January 2017).This magazine is
considered as one of the important magazines in the press of Kazakhstan. It includes the following parts :
Politics and economics , Business and Finance, Science and technology, People and events. This magazine
includes the following rubrics and in the diagram we can see the results of analyses of editorial block
articles.

Rubric Rubric Rubric

II; 22 4\ Iv; 4

Editorial block articles

1 Rubric- Politics and finance- 71%
2 Rubric- Kazakhstani business- 22%
3 Rubric-Culture- 4%

4 International business- 4%

As the results of analyses the most of the articles are devoted to economics than politics and culture,
journalists are aware more of economic events than political and international issues.

In conclusion, I would like to say media professionals in general are able to write or speak in
authoritative ways about the world, making claims to know what other people feel or what is really
happening which few others in society could get away with. Ideology of solidarity, present in the Kazakh
media discourse. The medial space of Kazakhstan reflects the real speech and social situation of our time.
Within the editorials the constructed identities of politicians therefore serve to assist in the construction of
shared group identities. These constructed groups in each newspaper comprise of ideal readers, the
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newspaper itself, and the positively appraised subjects of the editorials. Negatively appraised politicians
function as part of an outgroup against which newspaper ingroups are formed (in accordance with group
identity theory, see Tajfel and Turner, 1979).

This thesis, then, has positively contributed to the fields of sociolinguistics and critical discourse
analysis both by utilising a unique, modified version of CDA, and by offering new insights into the
discursive practices and the discursive expression of stance in newspapereditorials.

Therefore, modern socicty needs to raise the level of competence and form a scientific way of
thinking, as these qualities will increase the critical approach to the perception of information and reduce
the psychological manipulative impact. We can say that the modeling of the mechanisms of linguistic
understanding is possible on the basis of the theoretical principles of cognitive linguistics. Cognitive space
and information systems are equally aimed at storing and restoring information. Cognitive space defines
how human experience is expressed in the relationship between concepts that are formed, developed and
modified in the process of cognition. The medial space reflects the real speech and social situation of our
time.

B. 9. Commena
AGbInaiixaH aThIHAarbl Kazak XambKapalblk KaTbIHACTAp *KIHE IeM TULIepl YHUBepcHuTeTi, AnmMatel, Kazakcran
CDA TIAPAJIUT MA CBIH/IAFBI CASICH KOHE MEJIA TUCKYPC

Sepmmey KP FBinim orcone evlnoim munucmpniciniy xonoaysivmen No APO 513 30 19 «Kazipei Kaszaxcmannviyy maoenu
KOOeKCI (20ebu dHcone Meoua OUCKYpC) » 2pannibl GOTLIHULA HCY3e2e dCbIPbLIObl

AnnoTtarus. Ocel Makataga 613 CHIHY TMHTBUCTUKANIBIK 3€pTTeY calachIHa KYPri3UIeTiH KYMBICTapFa apTypIIl TacULep Il
KOIIJJaHyFa ThHIphICaMbI3. TepMuHJEp «IMCKypey koHe oHbH CriticalDiscourseAnalysis (CDA) imiage e, JacTyprmi Typae
JMHTBUCTUKATBIK TISHAEpe Jie Kalail MaifalaHbUIaThHbH TalKbUIalasl. CHIHHM JUCKYPCTHIK Talay OVKapalblK akrapaT
KYpalIapbIH 3epTTey YIIIH KoHe 97IeyMeTTIK o3repicTep i 3eprrey yriin CDA kanait maiiianaHbIIFaHbl KapacThIPbLIa IbL.

Tyiiin ce3mep. ChIHU JUCKYPCTHIK TANJAY, MeJHa JICKYPC, TapaurMa, parMaTrka, ISHAPaIBIK 3epTTeyIIep.

B. A. Conuena
Kazaxckuit yHUBepCHTET MeX Iy HapOTHBIX OTHOIICHHI U MUPOBBIX SI3BIKOB
Ha3BaHHBIN B uecTh AGnatixana Anmarsl, Kazaxcran

MO THYECKHUI 1 MEJHUA-TACKYPC B IIAPAJITUTME CDA

Heceneoosanue nposoounoce no epanmy Ne APO 513 30 19 «Kynemypuwiii ko0 cospemennozo Kazaxcmana (numepamypho-
MeOuiiHblii OUCKYPC) » npu noodepxcke Munucmepemeaobpaszoeanus u nayku PK.

AHHoTausl. B 5TOH craTthe MBI IIOIBITAIMCH UCIIONH30BaTh Pa3fMUHBIE IOJXOJbI K paGoTe, BHIIONHEHHBIE B 00IAcTH
KPUTHUECKOTO U3YUeHHUS S3bIKa, KOTOPhIe Hanbomee akTyalbHbl Ha CEero/HeNHeH JeHb. OOCY KIal0TCs TEPMUHBI «UCKYPC) U UX
WCTIONh30BaHue Kak B pamkax CriticalDiscourseAnalysis (CDA), Tak u TpaguiiioHHO B Gollee MIMPOKVX JTUHTBHCTHYECKIX
JucIiUHax. Kpuruueckuil JUCKYPCUBHBIH aHaM3 ObUT UCIIONB30BAH JUIS U3yUEHUS CPEICTB MaccOBOI MHPOPMAIIUH, a TaKkKe
CDA wncnionb3yercs sl U3y UEHUS COITUAIBHBIX U3MEHEHUN B OOIIECTBE.

KiroueBble cioBa. Kpurmueckuit aHanmus jguckypea, auckype CMU, mapajurma, IparMaTika, MEKIUCIUMINIU-HapHBIE
HCCIIE/IOBAHMSL.
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